
 
 
MLPA Initiative and Blue Ribbon Task Force 
c/o California Resources Agency 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
Re: Drakes Estero -- North Central Coast Project 
 
Dear MLPA Initiative and Blue Ribbon Task Force Members:  
 
I believe that shutting the Drakes Bay Oyster Farm is more environmentally 
insensitive that keeping it open.  Locally produced food is the future, and 
removing the only source of oyster farming from the SF Bay Area and 
transporting oysters from Washington state or farther is costly in terms of 
energy.  When one looks at the big picture, environmentalists agree that the 
Oyster Farm does not have a significant impact on the local environment, but 
the removal of it would have a significant impact on the global environment. 
 
Our family has enjoyed visiting the oyster farm and buying locally grown 
oysters, and it would be a shame that this local resource is closed due to 
blind regulations.  Oyster harvesting should be allowed in the same way that 
cattle ranching is allowed in Pt Reyes. 
 
sincerely, 
 
Mark Lakata 
1788 Montecito Ave 
Mountain View CA 94043 
 



Dear MPLA Initiative and Blue Ribbon Task Force Members, 
 
 I am writing to strongly encourage you to consider in detail he negative impact of 
aspects of the MLPA Initiative on Drays Bay Oyster Farm (DBOF) 
 
 My reasons and argument are simple. 
 
1) DBOF is low impact. They been doing business in some form for well over 50 
years. While there has been some growth, the long term impact of the Oyster farm, 
has been clearly demonstrated, by the test of time to be low-impact. Arguments of 
waste, eel grass, and impact on marine mammals should be vigorously pursued, but it 
seems well demonstrated that to-date this impact is measurable, but quite minimal. 
 
2) DBOF provides good stewardship and clear benefits to the local economy and 
environment. I make special trips to the area to enjoy a meal at nearby restaurants 
serving Drakes Bay oysters and would definitely reduce my visits and spending if I 
lost this opportunity. I am not alone. These are a unique product of high quality 
and to not consider the loss of this fine product on the reputation and economy of 
the area is short sited. 
 
3) Most importantly the combination of the two above arguments makes DBOF a 
sustainable business model. They are a small business of dedicated participants. 
This is the most effective form of local food production. This is a hallmark of the 
bay area and must be considered when implementing well-intended laws. To make an 
omelet some eggs must be cracked. and while I would love to pretend that the bay 
area is a special place intended just for me and could all return to some form of 
pre-Colombian wilderness, this is just not reality. Any successful protection act 
must consider how to best protect and preserve an area and yet provide a fertile 
opportunity for small business to grow in a responsible manner. 
 
 So please do find constructive ways to work with local business such as DBOF 
rather than pass well intended but harmful acts. I strongly believe in the value 
that the small responsible producers bring to the market and in my local markets 
see far too many examples of well intended legislation playing into the hands of 
big business who wants to pervert the good intentions of local actions. We can only 
see sustainable and vibrant local economies through well thought out constructive 
actions. 
 
Best Regards, 
David Klein 
 

















Gordon Bennett  
40 Sunnyside Dr, Inverness CA 94937
415-663-1881 
gbatmuirb@aol.com 

 
 
     
 
 

April 17, 2008 
 
 
Mayor Susan Golding, Chair, MLPA Initiative and Blue Ribbon Task Force 
c/o California Resources Agency , 1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311, Sacramento, CA 95814 
MLPAComments@resources.ca.gov 
 
 
Re  Drakes Bay Oyster Farm’s (DBOF) concern “If Drakes Estero becomes designated a “no 

take” zone within a Marine Protected Area.” 
 
Dear Task Force Members: 
 
The Drakes Bay Oyster Farm’s concern has no basis in fact or law.  The proposed change in 
the Drakes Estero from a Marine Conservation Area (where only oysters are allowed to be 
harvested) to a Marine Reserve (no take) does not affect the oyster company at all.   The MLPA 
process, which we support, honors existing contractual rights.  No one has any intention of 
using the MLPA process to shut down DBOF.   
 
DBOF is simply attempting to interject an issue that has no place in the MLPA process.  The 
MLPA stakeholders have heard testimony that the DBOF’s right to operate in the Point Reyes 
National Seashore’s Phillip Burton Wilderness expires in 2012.  DBOF disputes this termination 
date.  None of this dispute is relevant to the Estero’s Marine Reserve designation. 
 
Even if the 2012 date is correct, as we believe, then the conversion to a Reserve in 2012 would 
be the result, not the cause, of the scheduled expiration of DBOF’s right to operate   Thus there 
would be no conflict between the MLPA designation and the operation of the oyster farm.     
 
On the other hand, if the oyster farm succeeded in busting the Wilderness Act so that it could 
operate past 2012, then the Marine Reserve would still not apply until after the oyster 
operation’s new rights expire, whenever that might be.  So again in this situation there is no 
conflict between the MLPA designation and the operation of the oyster farm 
 
Thus regardless of which side of the 2012 controversy you are on, there is absolutely no conflict 
between the MLPA designation and the operation of the oyster farm whatsoever.  The Sierra 
Club has no problem with simply coming to the DFG Commission after the oyster’s right to 
operate ceases, whenever that may be, and requesting that the Commission convert the Estero 
status from a Conservation Area to a Marine Reverse.     
 
There is absolutely no reason for the MLPA process to get entangled in the controversy over 
how federal law applies to oyster operations in Drakes Estero or to debate DBOF’s long list of 
unsubstantiated claims and accusations of fraud.   The MLPA has more than enough legitimate 
disputes within its mandate to work through.   We urge the MPLA stakeholders to proceed with 
their deliberations and put aside this Drakes Estero controversy as outside the MLPA process. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 Sierra Club Marin Group Conservation Chair 

mailto:MLPAComments@resources.ca.gov
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